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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on November 16, 2006 has been entered. Claims 32, 
33 and 35-56 are pending in the application. Claims 32, 36, 39 and 45 are independent claims. 
Claims 1-31, 34 and 46 have been canceled, claims 41-44 have been withdrawn, and claims 32 
and 45 have been amended. This Office Action is Final. 



Drawings 

2. New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in this 
application because drawings filed on June 07, 1999 are informal. Applicant is advised to 
employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The corrected drawings are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The requirement for corrected 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections -35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 36-40 and 45-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Clark et al. (Hereinafter "Clark") US Patent No. 6,317,797, in view of Boothby US Patent 
No. 5,684,990, and in further view of Kaufman US Patent No. 6,034,621. 

As to claim 36, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches: 

connecting said second computer with said first computer [connection between the 
computer C and the handheld computer H, see fig. 1C]; 

identifying with said second computer said item of information stored on said first 
computer [obtaining same file names in the host computer and the handheld computer, see 552 of 
fig. 10; col. 10, lines 15-18]; 

determining whether said item of information stored on said first computer is more recent 
than said corresponding item of information stored on said second computer [col. 3, lines 22-34; 
comparison to determine that the files obtained from the host computer is not previously stored 
in the handheld computer, col. 14, lines 41-60]; and 
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retrieving said item of information from said first computer [captures updated data in the 
host computer, col. 3, lines 14-17], only if it is determined that said item of information stored on 
said first computer is more recent than said corresponding item of information stored on said 
second computer [newly entered into the handheld computer is preferably automatically updated 
to the host computer as it is assumed that the user is the master of the information, col. 3, lines 
31-34; comparison to determine that the files obtained from the host computer is not previously 
stored in the handheld computer, col. 14, lines 41-60]. 

However, Clark does not explicitly teach file identification representative of said 
recorded file identification. Boothby teaches file identification representative of said recorded 
file identification [ab; 5, 9 of fig. 1; N-ID of fig. 2; unique ID, col. 3, lines 60-64. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art 
at the time of the invention to have modified the communication service system of Clark wherein 
the modified file provided thereof would have incorporated the teachings of Boothby especially 
the technique for identifying a corresponding file identification representative of said recorded 
file identification. Boothby teaches file identification; the motivation being to expand and 
enhance the versatility of Clark's system by allowing modified files are identified through the 
use of key fields [see Boothby, col. 4, lines 61 to col. 5, lines 5]. 

Neither Clark nor Boothby teaches synchronizing between two PCs at different locations. 
Kaufman teaches wireless remote synchronization of data between PC and PDA [ab; fig. 3; col. 
5, lines 41 to col. 6, lines 62]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art 
at the time of the invention to add the feature of Kaufman to the Clark-Boothby's system as an 
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essential means to provide a more efficient utilization of automated synchronization between a 
PC and a remote PDA other than with the use of a fixed, dedicated link between a PC and a PDA 
at the same location. 

As to claim 39, all limitations of this claim have been addressed in the analysis of claim 
36 above, and this claim is rejected on that basis. 

As to claim 45, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed, with the exception of a work monitor interface, a file synchronization interface. 
However, since Clark teaches the method steps of identifying an occurrence of an event or 
activity by determining any differences between two files and if the entire file is new, col. 16, 
lines 4-27, ab] and providing the ability to select at least one item of information contained on 
said first computing device, for synchronization with a second computing device [col. 3, lines 
12-36; col. 16, lines 4-27; ab], the means corresponding to these method steps are inherent in the 
system in order to perform such method functions. Boothby further teaches that said monitor 
interface including a work monitor log that identifies events or activities which have occurred on 
said personal computing device and records file identifications corresponding to said events and 
activities, and said synchronizing performed by identifying file identifications on said second 
computing device that correspond to the file identifications recorded on said work monitor log 
[synchronization is a time and date of last modification stamp for every record stored in the 
database and by using the unique ID to compare the contents data records in the two databases, 
see col. 1 , lines 64 to col. 2, lines 3 1 ] 
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As to claim 46, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed, with the exception of a work monitor log. However, since Clark teaches a method step 
of identifying an occurrence of an event or activity by determining any differences between two 
files and if the entire file is new, col. 16, lines 4-27, ab], means corresponding to this method 
step is inherent in the system in order to perform such method function. 

As to claim 37, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches retrieving said item of information retrieves a copy of said item of 
information [capture of updated data, ab]. 

As to claim 38, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches storing said item of information on said second computer 
responsive to said step of retrieving said item of information [update to newer files, 606 of fig. 
11]. 

As to claim 40, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches verifying that said item of information provided to said first 
computer has been received by said first computer [a return without an error flag, col. 14, lines 
39-52]; and, disconnecting said second computer from said first computer [terminate access, 492 
of fig. 9B; col. 14, lines 47-52]. 
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As to claims 46-48, all limitations of these claims have been rejected in the analysis 
above, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

As to claim 49, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches a work monitor interface enable/disable module [inherent in the 
system], wherein in response to selection of said enable/disable module said synchronization 
system either begins or stops monitoring occurrences of events or activities on said first 
computing device [on/off switch, col. 12, lines 56-65]. 

As to claim 50, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches that said file synchronization interface maintains a list identifying 
information, which is to be synchronized with said second computer [col. 12, lines 49-56]. 

As to claim 51, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches that said file synchronization interface includes an information 
addition module [inherent in the system in order to update information to the synchronization 
list, col. 12, lines 48-56]. 

As to claim 52, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Boothby further teaches that said file synchronization interface includes an information 
change module [inherent in the system] for changing an identification of information to said list 
[col. 6, lines 40-49]. 
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As to claim 53, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Boothby further teaches that said file synchronization interface includes an information 
delete module [inherent in the system] for removing an identification of information from said 
list [col. 7, lines 63-64; col. 8, lines 13-18, 21-24; 425 of fig. 6]. 

As to claim 54, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed, with the exception that said file synchronization system includes a begin 
synchronization module. However, since Boothby teaches that synchronization begins with the 
program retrieving records from handheld database and comparing them to the records in the 
status file [col. 5, lines 63-65; 205 of fig. 3], the means corresponding to these method steps are 
inherent in the system in order to perform these functions. 

As to claim 55, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Boothby further teaches displaying a result of selection of said begin synchronization 
module [displaying the relevant mismatching information and asking the user to choose, col. 2, 
lines 47-51], identifying the progress of synchronization information between said first 
computing device and said second computing device [see table 1, col. 7, lines 55 to col. 8, lines 
35]. 

As to claim 56, Clark, Boothby and Kaufman teach the invention substantially as 
claimed. Clark further teaches that a file transfer interface [inherent in the system], providing the 
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ability to select at least one item of information for transferring between said first computing 
device and said second computing device [col. 7, lines 29-45]. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 32-35 are allowed over the prior art of record. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art of record fails to teach or suggest individually or in combination receiving 
an accumulation of modifications to the files of said selected file type on the first computer, said 
modifications received from a user performing work on the first computer, recording a file 
identification responsive to each modification to a file of said selected file type into a work 
monitor log, and without user intervention, automatically transferring and replacing said 
modified file to said second as set forth in independent claim 32. 

Claims 33-35 further limiting to claim 35 respectively are also allowed. 

Response to Arguments 
1. Applicant argues that Applicant's invention of synchronization between two PCs requires 
totally distinctive technologies and methods compared to synchronization between a PDA and a 
PC of Kaufman. 

As to this point, Examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner believes that the feature of 
synchronization between two PCs was also taught by Kaufman. Kaufman teaches synchronizing 
the data file between a personal computer (PC) and a personal digital assistant (PDA) [col. 2, 
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lines 59-67] in which the PDA in Kaufman is a small handheld computer [see col. 1, lines 18- 
21]. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed on November 16, 2006 in regard to claims 36-40 and 45-56 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Conclusion 

This is a RCE of Applicant's Application. All claims are drawn to the same invention 
claimed in the earlier application and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art of 
record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the earlier application. Accordingly, 
THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action in this case. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no, however, 
event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this final action. 
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3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thuy N. Pardo whose telephone number is 571-272-4082. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

December 23, 2006 




INFORMATION ON HOW TO EFFECT DRAWING CHANGES 



1. Correction of Ioformalities-37 CFR 1.85 



File new drawings with the changes incorporated therein. The application number or the title of the invention, 
inventor's name, docket number (if any), and the name and telephone number of a person t6 call if the Office 
is unable to match the drawingsto the proper application, should be placed on the bactt of each sheet of 
drawings in accordance with 37 CTR 1.84(c). Applicant may delay filing of the new drawings until receipt of 
the Notice of Allowability (PT0LO31 Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.136. The drawing should be filed ara^separate paper with a transmittal letter addrj&sed to the Drawing 
Processing Branch. 

2. Timing for Corrections 

Applicant is required to submit acceptable corrected drawings within the three-month shortened statutory 
period set in the Notice of Allowability (PTOL-3/fy If a correction is determined to be unacceptable by the 
Office, applicant must arrange to have acceptable corrections resubmitted within the original three-month 
period to avoid the necessity Qf obtaining an extension of time and paying the extension fee. Therefore, 
applicant should file corrected drawings as soph a possible. 

Failure to take corrective action within set (or extended) period will result in ABANDONMENT of the 
Application. 

3. Corrections other than Informalities Noted by the Drawing Review Branch on the Form PTO-948 

All changes to the drawings, other than informalities noted by the Drawing Review Branch, MUST be approved 
by the examiner before the application Will be allowed. No changes will be permitted to be made, other than 
correction of informalities, unless the examiner has approved the proposed changes. 



